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CAN PEACE MAKERS GET TOGETHER? 



As indicated in recent numbers of this journal, we 
have been studying the question of a united 
pacifism within the United States. We have been to 
some pains to ascertain the opinions of persons relative 
to the desirability of a special conference for the pur- 



pose of drafting a minimum program for which Ameri- 
can pacifists can unitedly stand. The following table 
and the comments which follow roughly indicate the 
views of the persons who have been kind enough to 
reply : 



INDIVIDUAL. REPRESENTING 

David Starr Jordan Himself 



Emily Balch Permanent Conference 



Fannie Fern Andrews American Division Central 

Organization 

Frederick Lynch Church Peace Union 

Samuel T. Dutton N. Y.-N. J. Dept. American 

Peace Society 

C. H. Levermore Himself 

John B. Clark Himself 

Hamilton Holt League to Enforce Peace 

George W. Nasmyth World Peace Foundation 



George Foster Peabody Himself 

Mever London Himself as a Socialist. 



John Barrett Pan American Union 

Irving Fisher League to Enforce Peace. ... 

Sidney L. Gulick Federal Council of Churches. 

Arthur D. Call American Peace Society 

Lucia Ames Mead Woman's Peace Party 

Senator Henri La Fontaine. . . Organizations abroad 

S. F. Weston Intercollegiate Peace Asso- 
ciation 

Edward Cummings World Peace Foundation .... 

The following do not admit that the program of 
the Central Organization is quite suitable: John Bar- 
rett, John B. Clark, George Foster Peabody, Meyer 
London, Irving Fisher. Two of these speak for en- 
forced peace without force, which is in no way inimical 
to the plan of the American Peace Society. Mr. Lou- 



expressing favors 

Endorsement Central Organization pro- 
gram. 

Approval Central Organization pro- 
gram. 

Endorsement Central Organization pro- 
gram. 

Approval Central Organization pro- 
gram. 

Satisfaction Central Organization pro- 
gram. 

Approval Articles 4 and 9 of the Cen- 
tral Organization program. 

Endorsement League to Enforce Peace 

program without "force." 

Doubt League to Enforce Peace pro- 
gram. 

Endorsement League to Enforce Peace, 

Central Organization, and 
Conference of Neutral Na- 
tions programs. 

Approval League to Enforce Peace 

program minus "force." 

Conviction The planks of his own reso- 
lution, which are in effect 
I, II, IV, V, VI, VII, VIII 
of the Central Organiza- 
tion program. 

Hesitation , Doubtful. 

Endorsement League to Enforce Peace 

plan. 

Approval International Organization 

and Education. 

Approval Program of American Peace 

Society. 

Emphatic approval Central Organization. 

Emphatic approval A minimum program. 

Approval A minimum program. 

Willingness to support League to Enforce Peace. 

don's minimum program particularizes more than do 
the others relative to treatment of subject peoples, but 
in effect he endorses the plan of the Central Organiza- 
tion, his conception of international force going only so 
far as the "commercial boycott." A number expressing 
views favorable to the program of the Central Organiza- 
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tion imply their objections to an international military 
organization. 

Since obtaining this information the following facts 
seem additionally clear. There should be a private 
conference of the accredited peace workers, preferably 
in New York, some time in October. The purpose of 
the conference should be to draw upon the peace re- 
sources of America in the most effective manner pos- 
sible. The aim should be to avoid overlapping and 
duplication of effort and to create some kind of com- 
mon staff to which shall be intrusted the work incapable 
of accomplishment by the organizations alone. It has 
been suggested that a stenographic report of the debates 
should be kept. Some believe that the meeting may 
well be a turning point in the American pacifist move- 
ment, and that it ought to have a constructive influence 
upon the world events of the near future. It is thought 
that the meeting to be useful should last at least two or 
three days. 

It is now understood that the Church Peace Union 
may be willing to finance the conference. One writes 
that the work which we have already done is "excel- 
lent," and adds, "It certainly will be valuable in any 
conference or in any plan to work out a minimum pro- 
gram. I think the United States should have a definite 
program to put forward, and it should be agreed upon 
as far as possible by the various national organizations." 

The organizations already approached with reference 
to the desirability of such a conference are : 

American Association for International Conciliation. 
American Federation of Labor, American Interparliament- 
ary Group, American Peace Society, American School Peace 
League, American Society for the Judicial Settlement of 
International Disputes, American Union Against Militarism, 
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Chamber of 
Commerce of the United States, Church Peace Union, Fede- 
ral Council of Churches of Christ in America, Federation 
of International Polity Clubs, Lake Mohonk Conference, 
League to Enforce Peace, Women's Peace Party, Women 
Workers to Promote Permanent Peace, World Alliance of 
the Churches to Promote International Friendship, World 
Court League, World Peace Foundation. 

It. is proposed -to add the American Society of Inter- 
national Law, the American Historical Association, 
Political Science Association, Economic Association, 
and the Sociological Association. Anyone who thinks 
of other organizations which ought to be invited should 
report the fact at once to the Washington office of this 
society. 

Those of us who believe in the importance of co-oper- 
ative effort, and who are genuinely interested in seeing 
such a conference as herein proposed succeed, should 
not be too hopeful of immediate results. A prominent 
member of the League to Enforce Peace writes: "Of 
course you know there is not the slightest conceivable 
chance of the League to Enforce Peace modifying their 



official program in order to secure the adherence of cer- 
tain peace or preparationist people who do not approve 
of it. The feeling of the organization is that they have 
practically 'struck it right,' and the dissemination of 
the principles of the league they consider more impor- 
tant than the conciliation by compromise of those who 
differ with them. . . . When a movement gets as 
large and influential as the peace movement or the suf- 
frage movement, you find it splitting up in different 
groups who take different but parallel avenues to reach 
the goal. The attempt to force them all to travel in 
one boulevard lessens the effectiveness of the movement 
as a whole. I believe in co-operation, but not in in- 
sisting upon a common denominator, if that means 
something upon which every one agrees and about which 
nobody especially cares." 

It is true that the Carnegie Endowment for an Inter- 
national Peace has officially expressed no views upon 
the plan herein proposed, although a few of the mem- 
bers of that organization have expressed their approval 
of such a conference, providing there • is any hope of 
getting the divergent propagandists together. 

Whatever the divergencies of opinion relative to a 
minimum program, whatever differences of personal 
likes and dislikes there may be, the outstanding facts 
are that the vitality of the peace movement is chal- 
lenged today as never before in its history. The world 
is at war. The war will cease. The broken nations 
will set themselves about the task of a more permanent 
peace. The collective intelligence of humanity will 
decide the issues. That collective intelligence will be 
higher if we who are opposed to war only study, confer, 
and do our duty today. 



THE CARNEGIE ENDOWMENT FOR 
INTERNATIONAL PEACE 

We are frequently asked, and sometimes with an 
air of impatience, what the Carnegie Endowment 
for International Peace, with its income of over $500,- 
000 a year, is doing in the present world situation. 
Articles have appeared from time to time in reputable 
journals criticising this institution for inactivity and 
inefficiency. 

It so happens that we are not retained by the Endow- 
ment to defend it before the public or elsewhere. In- 
deed, certain of its officers are not wholly in sympathy 
with the program of the American Peace Society, and 
we have been made aware of this lack of sympathy in 
ways which we can clearly understand. But our sense 
of fairness and our familiarity with the workers for 
international peace lead us to believe that the work of 
the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace is on 



